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REMARKS 

Claims 1-5, 7-12, 14-16 and 27-31 were pending in the present application prkr 
to this response. Claims 27-31 are allowed. Claims 1-5, 7-12 and 14-16 are rejects! 
Cllims 1 and 8 have been amended herein. Claims 6. 13, 17-26, and 32-56 have bea 
ca iceled. Claims 57-69 are new and add no new matter to the application. 
Reconsideration of the rejections of all claims is requested. 
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Rejection of Claims 1-5, 7-12 and 14-16 Under 35 U.S.C. §112 CJ3 

CO 

Claims 1-5, 7-12 and 14-16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 due to the 
the term "may be." This term has been deleted from the claims. Therefore, the 
ections have been overcome and the applicant requests reconsideration of the 

ections. 

Rejection of Claims 1-5, 7-12, and 14-16 Under 35 U.S.C. §lQ3(a) 

Claims 1-5, 7-12, and 14-16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Olsen (U.S. 6,137,479). 



CD 

a 
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Claim 1 is independent and is restated as follows: 



An electronic device, comprising: 

a display, wherein an image is displayable on said display; and 
a navigation sensor, whereby a movement of said electronic device 
relative to a surface in close proximity to said navigation sensor is sensed by 
said navigation sensor and said movement includes moving said display and 
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said movement produces a change in said image that is showing on said 
display; and 

a first button, whereby said movement of said electronic device and 
activation of said first button are operable in cooperation to mimic at least 
one function of a computer mouse being used with a graphical user 
interface. 

In summary, claim 1 has been rejected over Olsen. However, there is no 
disclosure or suggestion in Olsen related to changes in images displayed on the display 
(3' ) and movement of the mouse (20). The applicant notes that the reference 
numerals of Fig. 1 in Olsen do not correspond to the reference numerals in the 
specification. Therefore, the applicant refers to the reference numerals of Fig. 2 with 
recjard to the mouse (20). The reference numerals of the computer (22) of Fig. 1 
correspond to the specification. 

As briefly stated above, there is no disclosure in Olsen regarding movement of 
thi mouse (20) causing a change in an image displayed on the display (34). The 
applicant notes that the only change of display caused by movement of the mouse (20) 
occurs on the display screen (26) of the computer (22). However, the computer (22) is 
a separate device. Therefore, movement of the mouse does not include "said 
movement includes moving said display" as claimed in claim 1 . Thus, the cited 
references do not include all the elements of claim 1 and cannot render claim 1 
oqvious. 

Olsen states that activation of switches on the keyboard (36) may cause an 
imlage displayed on the display (34) to change. However, with regard to movement of 
th<3 mouse (20), the only images that change are images displayed on the display 
spreen (26) of the computer (22). Examples of the use of the display (34) of Olsen are 
provided below. None of the cited portions of Olsen refer to changing an image on the 
display (34) based on movement of the mouse (20). The first example is provided at 
cclumn 2, lines 2-5, which states: 
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Using a keypad and a display, the user controls the pointing device to 
perform programmed functions such as accessing information stored in the 
pointing device. 

Thus, in Olsen, accessing information is based on using the keypad, not mo\a® 
the! mouse relative to a surface as claimed in claim 1. The second example is provttf 
at column 2, lines 20-23, which states: 

The pointing device also includes many of the features and functions found 
in a portable computer. A user operates the processor-based pointing device 
using the keypad and display. 

Again, there is no disclosure in Olsen regarding movement of the mouse (20) 
cabsing displayed images to change. The third example is provided at column 2, lines 
26j-30. which states: 

For example, the pointing device can be programmed as a personal 
organizer for addresses, phone numbers, appointments and other 
information. In this case, the user uses the keypad and display to access and 
modify information stored in the pointing device's data memory. 

Once again, there is no disclosure related to using movement of the mouse (20) 
to (cause a change in images displayed on the display (34). Rather, use of the keypad 
may cause displayed images to change. 

The applicant notes that Olsen describes an embodiment of the mouse 
ndorporated into a watch, Fig. 4. However, Olsen only discloses displaying time and 
tho like on the watch display. Changes to the watch display are performed via a 
ke/pad, not by movement of the watch. An example of changing the display is provided 
at column 5, lines 56-61 as follows: 
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The microcontroller 58 processes signals from a keypad 66 to perform 
operations such as setting the time and changing the format of the time and 
date displayed on a display 60. The microcontroller 58 can be programmed 
to provide additional common watch features including a stop watch, a 
calendar or a calculator. 

As with the other embodiments, there is no disclosure related to movement of 
the 1 watch causing an image displayed on the display to change. Therefore, the Olsa 
dots not disclose all the elements of claim 1 and cannot render claim 1 obvious. 

Based on the foregoing, the applicant requests reconsideration of the rejection 

CljAIMS 2-5 AND 7 

Claims 2-5 and 7 are dependent on claim 1 and are deemed allowable by way of 
thiir dependence and for other reasons. Therefore, the applicant requests 
reconsideration of the rejection. 

CUAIM 8 

Claim 8 is independent and recites the following: 

An electronic device, comprising: 
a display; 

a navigation sensor coupled to said display whereby said navigation 
sensor detects a movement of said electronic device relative to a surface in 
close proximity to said navigation sensor and said movement includes 
movement of said display and an image displayed on said display is altered 
in response to said movement and; 

a first button, whereby said movement of said electronic device and 
activation of said first button are operable in cooperation to mimic at least 
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one function of a computer mouse being used with a graphical user 
interface. 

Claim 8 was rejected on the same grounds as claim 1. Therefore ( the applies* 
incorporates the rebuttals to the rejection of claim 1 into this rebuttal. 

As set forth above, Olsen does not disclose "an image displayed on said disptay 
is altered in response to said movement" as claimed in claim 8. The movement 
includes movement of the display. 

Based on the foregoing, Olsen cannot render claim 8 obvious. The applicant 
requests reconsideration of the rejection. 

CI4AIMS 9-12 AND 14-16 

Claims 9-12 and 14-16 are dependent on claim 8 and are deemed allowable by 
wdy of their dependence and for other reasons. Therefore, the applicant requests 
reconsideration of the rejection. 



It. 



Claims 57-69 reflect claims 32-56 that were cancelled in anticipation of 
allowance based on the previously issued advisory action. Claims 57-69 are deemed 
albwable. 



New Claims 57-69 
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for 



In view of the above, all of the pending claims are now believed to be in condi&n 
allowance and a notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 

KLAAS, LAW, O'MEARA & MALKIN, P.C. 



Robert W. Nelson 

Reg. No. 37,898 

1999 Broadway, Suite 2225 

Denver, CO 80202 

Tel: (303) 298-9888 

Fax: (303) 297-2266 



Dated: March 9, 2005 
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